
California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Robert W. Gross, Member 
Board of Directors 

January 29, 1987 

santa Clara Valley water District 
1035 vista Del Mar 
San Jose, CA 95132 

Dear Mr. Gross: 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our File No. I-86-346 

It was a pleasure to meet with you and Mrs. Gross when you 
were in Sacramento on January 5. As we discussed in some 
detail at that time, the issues which you have raised in your 
correspondence and in our conversation do not lend themselves 
to resolution through the Commission's advice-giving function. 

Your complaint is that the District has utilized a dual 
standard for dealing with you in the eminent domain proceedings 
to acquire your property. You have acted in accordance with 
our advice letter (No. A-84-208) and have disqualified yourself 
from participating in any way in the District's decisions 
regarding the acquisition of your property. You feel that the 
District has not acted fairly in that it hired outside counsel 
to handle the matter, but the Board has held closed session 
meetings to discuss the case and then refused to negotiate, 
through its attorney, to attempt to resolve the case short of a 
full-blown trial. This resulted in increased legal expenses 
for you. 

I suggested that you might wish to contact the Attorney 
General's Office to learn if the procedure followed by the 
Board was dictated by the provisions of Government Code section 
1090. (See our previous advice letter No. A-84-208 at p.3.) 

At this time, there is no further advice which this agency 
can render as all the events are in the past and the issues you 
have raised are outside the scope of the Political Reform Act. 
(Government Code sections 81000-91015.) 

428 J Street, Suite 800 • P.O. Box 807 ., Sacramento CA 95804-0807 • (916) 322-5660 



Robert W. Gross, Member 
January 29, 1987 
Page 2 

If you have any questions regarding this letter, I may be 
reached at (916) 322-5901. 

DMG:REL:plh 

Sincerely, 

Diane M. Griffiths 
qen~l Counsel : 

f;,L~-t) fry c~lc 'c-;( 
By: Robert E. Leidigh -~ 

Counsel, Legal DiviS<on 
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ROBERT \V. GROSS 

THE MCDFLAT REFCGE 

(,AHLK 906 ELIZ.\HETH "THF:f:"l 
-ttl~l ;::H;:J~.H 70 l'SA AL\-rSO. C_". 9500~ 

FEB Itl 8 40 AM '87 

February 12, 1987 

California Fair Political Practice Commission 
428 J street, Suite 800 
P.o. Box 807 
Sacramento, CA 95804-0807 
Attn: Mr. Robert E. Leidigh, Counsel, Legal Division 

Dear Bob: 

Just a quick note to thank you for your time and 
the follow-up of our request. 

I have enclosed a copy of our letter to the attorney 
general's office for your information. 

We will keep you advised as to what happens in this 
case. 

Very truly, 

Mr. & Mrs. Robert W. Gross 



CAIHA-; 

'40M) ~H:l-"170 t'NA 

ROBERT \V. GROSS 

Feb~ua~y 12, 1987 

M~. John Van de Kamp 
State Atto~ney Gene~a1 
1515 K. St~eet 
Sac~amento, CA 95814 

RE: Follow-up lette~ f~om the Fair Political 
P~actice Commission and ~equest cla~ification 
of Gove~nment Cod~ 1090 

Dea~ Atto~ney Gene~al: 

IlQtI ~:L.IZArn-:TII HTIU:~:T 
A( .. VIMO, CA_ Q500~ 

M~s. G~oss and I a~e ~equesting you~ office investigate 
if the co~~ect p~ocedu~es we~e used as outlined below 
in the taking of a po~tion of ou~ lands unde~ eminent 
domain as an elected offical. I am and was a di~ecto~ 

fo~ Santa Cla~a Valley Wate~ Dist~ict at the time 
when the p~ope~ty was taken. 

Du~ing the taking of a po~tion of ou~ land, we followed 
the lette~ of the law and advice f~om the Fai~ Political 
P~actice Commission (please see the attached documents). 

Ou~ conce~n is unde~ Gove~nment Code 1090, the Santa 
Cla~a Valley Wate~ Dist~ict and special outside counsel 
in ou~ opinion did not follow the due p~ocess of 
law, which should have p~otected us unde~ the constitution. 

FACTS 

S.C.V.W.D. hi~ed special ouside counsel to ~emove 
the possibility of any conflict o~ influence f~om 
staff o~ fellow boa~d membe~s. 

Special counsel kept going back to S.C.V.W.D. fo~ 

advice othe~ than technical suppo~t (this included 
3 closed executive sessions and conflicts with above, 
in sho~t, S.C.V.W.D. staff and di~ecto~s did not 
stay at a~ms length, they we~e involved in the decision 
by thei~ own actions). 

Special counsel ~efused to make counte~ offe~s before 
3 sepa~ate Supe~ior Court Settlement Judges claiming 
that he was forced into a full blown t~ial because 
of the ~uling given to S.C.V.W.D. and himself, but 
in ~eality, no such advice was given to eithe~ party 
f~om the F.P.P.C. 



February 12, 1987 Page 2, Attorney General, Government 
Code 1090 

This was not only a costly trial to us, but also 
to the taxpayer (legal fees, court costs, interest 
paid, hundreds of man hours of S.C.V.W.D. employees, 
and unknown other related expenses). 

QUESTION 

Could and why, under Government Code 1090, with the 
facts that are presented, could this case have been 
settled before a Superior Court Settlement Judge 
by both the plaintif and defendant's counsel, providing 
counters offers were made and accepted by both parties? 

Or does Government Code 1090 require that a full 
blown trial is required in eminent domain cases against 
an elected public offical? 

If a full blown trial is required under Government 
Code 1090, then why did plaintiffs 
counsel require us to appear before three Settlement 
Judges? 

CONCLUSION 

Mrs. Gross and I sense that this eminent domain procedure 
did not protect us under due process, and our civil 
and constitutional rights were not carefully handled 
by S.C.V.W.D., their special counsel and the courts. 

We would like to have you pay close attention to 
the memorandum 10/22/86 S.C.V.W.D. and read the court 
order dated 12/2/86, it is full of conflicts and 
proves our point, S.C.V.W.D. staff and directors 
did playa role far deeper than they should have. 

Enclosed, you will find background and other documents 
to assist you in understanding what has taken place. 

If you have any questions, please call upon me, and 
we are thanking you in advance for you consideration 
in this matter. 

Very truly, 

M t't... ¢ t't)(t~ . Q.L.Q~ 
Mr. & Mrs. Robert W. Gross 
(home address) 
1035 Vista Del Mar 
San Jose, CA 95132 

Encl: Supporting Documents 

cc: Mr. Quentin Smith Esq. 
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February 3, 1987 

Mr. Robert E. Leidigh 
Counsel, Legal Division 

ROBERT 'W. GROSS 

THE ~n:DFLAT RE~'t:GE 

California Fair Political Practices Commission 
428 J. Street, Suite 800 
P.O. BOX 807 
Sacramento, CA 95804-0807 (916) 322-5660 

Dear Bob: 

nOt) ,ELIZ.\'BETH STREf 
ALVISO. c~-\, 950G2 

Lonnie and I would like to thank you for your consideration in taking 
time from your schedule while we were in Sacramento. 

We do appreciate your response to our many questions, and we will be 
contacting the Attorney Generalis Office as you have outlined. 

Thanks again for everything, 

-------
ROBERT W. GROSS 



December 15, 1986 

state of California 
Fair Political Practice Commission 
P. O. Box 8~7 
ll~~ K Street Bldg. 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Attn: Robert E. Leidigh, Counsel, Legal Division 

Re: Request for Advice No. A-84-2~8 

Dear Mr. Leidigh, 

This is a follow up on the above subject and we are requesting 
that your office and if necessary, contact the Attorney General's 
Office for additional guidance and investigation in reference to 
the condemnation of our lands. 

BACKGROUND 

State of California, Fair Political Practices Commission -
request for advice 9/18/86 No. A-84-2~8, Robert W. Gross, elected 
member of the Board of Directors, Santa Clara Valley water 
District, case of the District condeming the lands of an elected 
official. 

GROSS 
HENLEY 
DISTRICT 
MATTEONI 
SMITH 
STAPF 
DIRECTORS 

F.P.P.C. 
O'HALLORAN 
ESAU 
LAWRIE 
PINO 
S.C.C.S.C. 
Judge 

CLARIFICATION • NAMES 

Yolanda B. & Robert W. Gross 
General Counsel for S.C.V.W.D. 
Santa Clara Valley water District (S.C.V.W.D.) 
Special outside counsel hired by the District 
Counsel hired by Gross 
S.C.V.W.D. 
Elected board - 5 members are elected while 2 are 
appointed by the Board of Supervisors. Gross is 
an elected member. 
Fair Political Practice Commission, State of CA. 
General Manager, S.C.V.W.D. 
Assn 't.. II .. 

Real Estate Agent Staff Member, S.C.V.W.D. 
Clerk of the Board 
Santa Clara County Superior Court 
John Mclnery I. II 

II 

FACTS 

1. F.P.P.C. ruling 9/19/86 A-84-2~8 

2. S.C.V.W.D. hired outside special counsel Matteoni so that 
there would be hands off from District and Directors 
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3. Condemnation filed by S.C.V.W.D. 

4. Gross hired counsel Smith 

5. S.C.V.W.D. hired outside appraiser 

6. Gross hired appraiser 

7. Mandatory settlement in S.C.C.S.C. (normal exchange of 
appraisals etc. with attorneys had taken place for several 
months prior to appearance in court), no decision by 
Matteoni. 

8. Second mandatory settlement in S.C.C.S.C., no decision made 
by Matteoni. 
NOTE: At both conferences in S.C.C.S.C. the judges told 
counsel to settle this case and avoid trial, Gross via Smith 
was willing before the court to counter offer and make 
settlement, Matteoni said he had no power to do so without 
approval from the District and board (Case No. 56604-
12/2/86) • 

9. Matteoni repeated he had no power in Judge Mclnery's 
chamber's that he had no power. 

10. Trial set in S.C.C.S.C. 

11. Matteoni held numerous meetings, phone calls, conversations, 
letters, several executive closed sessions with the staff 
and the Directors of S.C.V.W.D. to discuss this case (See 
Memorandum 12/9/86). 

12. Gross fOllowed the letter of the law in reference to 
F.P.P.C. letter (9/19/84) during this period of time. 

13. Matteoni refused to make counter offers to Gross via Smith 
and the court and forced Gross into a six day costly trial 
to both sides. 

14. Six day trial started, Judge Mclnery asked if the trial 
could be avoided and Matteoni again would not make a counter 
offer, no authority without District approval. 

15. Settlement concluded and a memorandum of decision awarding 
Gross several times plus what the District's offer was, 
including the rights to the waterfrontage for commercial 
application of boat berthing. 

16. Matteoni denied to the court, Judge Mclnery ordered that any 
and all litigation expenses be burdeoned by Gross and not 
the District (Why was Henley involved - See Matteoni billing 
10/1/86) ? 

17. Henley memorandum 10/22/86 to the Directors indicates the 
activities of both the District's participation along with 

2 



Matteoni (Also, See Matteoni billings). 

18. Smith files a notice of appeal in S.C.C.S.C. for litigation 
expenses of Gross. 

UNDERSTANDING 

From day one, it was the understanding that Matteoni was to be 
totally independent from the District staff and the board other 
than the gathering of appraisal, technical support, title report 
and documentation (this differs from Henley memo 1~/22/86). 
Matteoni was to insure that no staff or director would influence 
this case in anyway other than the above conclusions, he was to 
keep all parties at arms length which includes Gross. 

CONCERNS 

1. Gross has concern that Matteoni was hired by the District 
(please see understanding) that he had the authority and the 
power to conclude a counter offer before S.C.C.S.C. via a 
mandatory settlement and avoid a costly trial to both the 
District and Gross. The game plan seemed to change because 
Matteoni became an employee and not outside counsel. 

2. Gross has concern as a taxpayer, that this trial could have 
been avoided and the letter from the F.P.P.C. could have 
been followed by settlement conference in Superior Court, 
this action also placed stress on a judicial system that is 
well over-taxed. 

3. Gross has concern and it is their opinion that S.C.V.W.D. 
over played an active role in this case other than supplying 
of appraisal and other technical support, once Matteoni was 
hired as special outside counsel, there are areas and monies 
that should have never been discussed by anyone other than 
Matteoni, Smith, and a judge in Superior Court. 

4. Gross has concern once the condemnation papers were filed, 
that Matteoni should not have appeared before, communicated 
and entered into several closed sessions to discuss this 
case. Gross understands that the District was the client 
and under normal circumstances, this is the procedure, but 
the involvement of the district staff and the board at this 
level with Matteoni is more that questionable no matter what 
was said or communicated, the staff should have remained at 
arms length and they did not do so (See Henley memo 1~/22/ 86 
& Matteoni billing). 

5. Gross has concern that as an elected official, he was told 
that he would be required to leave the chambers, that is 
taking away an elected right to represent even though there 
would be no participation. 

3 



6. Gross has concern that the closed executive sessions were 
held from open public hearings as to this case, it proves or 
appears that the district did not act at arms length and did 
influence the actions of Matteoni because of his employment 
and he did not want to take on the responsibility before a 
mandatory settlement judge. Henley by admission of his 
memorandum shows that the district kept strings upon 
Matteoni (1~/22/B6), this is not arms length by any means by 
the district's action or control. ' 

7. Gross has concern that the district and Matteoni did not 
follow the same guidelines as Gross and it is the opinion 
that the action of the district and Matteoni violated the 
laws of the F.P.P.C., too much involvement. 

B. Gross has concern, that if Gross was required to abstain, 
influence, etc., logic tells one that the district and the 
directors would be under the same guidelines and Matteoni 
would not be influenced by his employment in this case or 
any legal advice in the future. 

9. Gross has concern that the district played far deeper role 
in this case, and by the district's actions, failed to give 
Matteoni the authority via S.C.C.S.C. during the mandatory 
settlement conferences, held strings. 

l~. Gross has concern that the F.P.P.C. will not uncover the 
facts and opinions that have been violated by the district, 
and no action will be taken. 

11. Gross has concern that the district via Matteoni made the 
guidelines that were only applicable to them and used them 
for their position and not operate at arms length in this 
case. 

12. Gross has concern, soon there will be condemnation of lands 
that belong to two other directors, will they be given the 
same treatment by staff? Be assured, as a director, with 
the knowledge I have experienced in this case, I would 
pursue this with the same vigor for investigation if the 
particulars are the same. 

REQUEST 

Gross again is requesting from the F.P.P.C. review of the actions 
of the board, district and special counsel as it has been 
described in this action and report the findings back. 

CONCLUSIONS 

What has been presented to F.P.P.C. is based upon our personal 
knowledge and opinion and is believed to be accurate. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call upon me 
and I have enclosed some supporting documents for your review. 
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Mrs. Gross and myself, feel that in our opinion, our civil and 
constitutional rights were not protected under the law and that 
they were violated and may be cause for action on our part. 

Very truly yours, 

/ALLS.Jt~ 
Yottnda B. & Robert W. Gross 
1~35 Vista Del Mar 
San Jose, CA 95132 
(4~8) 263-4l7~ 
Robert W. Gross (office) 
Director District 3 
P. O. Box 55 
Alviso, CA 95~~2 

CC: 1. 
2. 

Mr. Quentin Smith, Esq. 

NOTE: 

California United Taxpayers Association 

A copy of this documentation will be given to the 
Presiding Judge, Santa Clara County Grand Jury upon 
completion. 
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I-----.~. 
iN AND FOR THE COU~TY O! S~NT.! CLAR~ 

------
Plain tiff 

SAHTA ClA~A VALLey WATER DISTRICT 

Defendant 

o Trial Setting Conference Order o Memorandum of Decision 

o Pre-Trial Conference Order 

Addendum to Pre-Trial/Trial Setting 

o 

~ ORDER r~ lftfg3tfon Exp~nse5 
Case Number 

56660 l , 

18 
governing board of the Plaintiff DISTRICT, and as such, both 

19 I 
,I par tie sex e r cis e d g rea t c aut ion inc 0 n d u c tin g any neg 0 t i a t ion s 

20 /1, 

. regarding their different valuations of the subject property. It 
21 ~ 

~ is the position of the Defendants that they were precluded by the 
22 r 

~ circumstances from being able to make a settlement offer to 
231 

2 

3 

5 

and they base this contention on th~ alleged 

of the attorney for the board as to having .'lnY 

settlement authority given to him by the board and also a letter 

7 

of adv ice from 

State of California. 

The attorney for 

lacked settlement 

=::::::: • 

of the 

t'ne allegation that he Plaintiff disputes ~. 

't ~e was under authority, but he adml S .1 

.. . L_ 7 

6 

limitaticns in that regard. 
~~~~------------- 1; L:) -l-.,·u, G--t CJb ~ l.- " 

7 

The Court accepts the affidavit of Plaintiff's counSEl as 

limited settlement authority, accurately describint; his 
but lhe 

-, i 
F 
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E:XHt 0\ r 

'memorandum 

Director Gross ahd Board Members'. .. FROM: A. T. Henley 

DATE: Oct:ober 22, 1986 SUBJECT: SCWD v. Gross et ux. 

You have asked five questions regarding the captioned lawsuit. They are 
quoted and answered below: 

"Under what aut:hority was Mr. Norman Matteoni, Esq. hired, 
employed, represent S.C.V.W.D. vs. Gross et al?" 

The aut:hority to hire counsel is found in several places. Sect:ion 5.2. 
of the District:' s Act: authorizes the District to "sue and be sued". The 
authorit:y to exercise the right of eminent domain is specifically given 
in Section 6. These activities require the_~ervices of an attorney. Finally, 
Section 9 provides that: the Board may "employ ... attorneys", among others, 
t:o further the purposes of the act:. o "Was Matteoni given a "'Titten contract from S.C.V.W.D.?" 

No. V~'K.V ?OO.a It.. r'<..~1!0.."""6 St'\I\~ 

-/ 3. "What t:ype of authority was Mat:teoni given, limit:ed or full?" 

Mr. Matt:eoni's authority- consisted in representing the District in 
all proceedings concerned in the suit. He had no authortty to bind the 
District to Wny .payment: f~gure without: leave of the Board. ~E. bOi\R.d... 

wouL;;( hA"';" ·\1 ... 4 W t:>V(..tE:. .,,-=n... \'V\. "~ON" • V 1;. "'What were the inst:ructions, guidelines 0: said contrac:::, bot:h 
written and verbal?" 

See above. 

V 5. Did S.C.V.W.D. (this includes both staff and directors) meet, confer, 
discuss with Matteoni any _ma:::ters other than the request for technical 
information or documentation? ~ 

Yes. It:. Mat:teoni conferred with his clients. t:he Distric::: Directors, 
in cro;:d session in order to disclose t:he settlement: demand 01 :::he Defendant: 

I -O"'ilers made in anticipation of a mandatory se:::tlemen::: conference before 
the Court. .t1r. Mat teoni si:ated that if a reappraisal would perrrci::: it he 
would be prepared to recommend a limited and commensurate raise in the Distri.c:::' s 
cf.! er. The Board made no objection to this. ~ i 'S S h.CJWS "lAl V()'4::rl1\~~ 

be: Norman Mattecni, Esq. 
j. 0' Halloran 
R. Esau 
D. Lawrie 

I A. Hen~ 
'-S:PTTIO 

-/J~ A~"~iV bJ c\IS-\-tUc..-t
_g--=I_ fl/bI_L::--/). ----:-~_e_+_'1-~_' c( AJot- h" Vt! 

General Counsel h MJels, o-ff! 
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Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

11. ... _ PI' ,c . 
857 Norlh Firs( Slree( • ]rd ?aCf I ~(ln ).}(I:'.:C(lIi(or;li~195/1:! / Telephone (408) 97/-64/1 

October 1, 1984 A Proiltssiofla/ Association 

-,." ,,'1'.0· 

~ 
:, .. ",' ",\$iO li 

:::~ l\ 1.f:; j 

Mr. Do Id Lau.rie Chief of Real Estate 

Normal! E. /Walleolli" 
A [/011 Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 
Santa .. y Water District ·Pro/!"Hiollal Corporation 

5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Re: @OSD 
Legal Services for September, 1984 Hb\.I~'1 - IN 

\""icc;) ,. 

hovs<! c..o",,,-,Sc L 
.. R.€. &.~+ 

Tele-communications with Gross (9/27) 
1.. "u .. m.~ til· ~. 

Gross (9/20) 

Review 0 Henley memo and FPPC letter (9/26) 

Visit to property Wi~~~~@9/19) 

R..~. 

1.6 hours x $150 240.00/7/./ 

o _ S "'~+" Cl-."""-A \j IA\\ 6, VJ Ak \) \ <::,~Lt 
S~~ </ b \ IZ.G-C-\-orz- S 

.,"; ''':; ._J ____ _ 

~ ,q __ L __ ' ., 

·:~l.,!~.J.P/.5:3 CZ· ... ·_._=,;T __ 

- -- --~---.. -- -----
bOTG" 1IV. s 0, '5 A ~~-ho;,- 0+ it): H i ",,~itl "'-0 \.ljt&G"\l tCYL. 

sh()VJ~ ~-ft...-lV<)·\\le ~vu\Vb'"Vt~ I.,.j\~ ~(J' A~-( 
d..(~~.e.s. ? 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E. MATTEONI 

I 
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RECEIVED 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda / LawJ'crs 

851 North First Street· 3rt! Floor j1'4I1 NDV. Sa/i/,pllt, f5~ 4/ Telepholle' (-lOS) 97/ -O.f II 

November 1, 1984 
FINAfJCE DIVISION 

S. C.V.W. D. 
Mr. Donald Laurie, Chief ~ kti£J5 E~e 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

A "r(l/enimwi ASJoc;alioff 

Normall C. />1 affeolli* 
A flail Robert Saxe 

Mar.r:arcf Ecker Nanda 

Re: (!ros!J 

Legal Services for October, 1984 

Tele-communications with~(10/15) 
Meeting with Gros~(lO 13) 

Correspondence Wit~~lO/3) 
Review appraisal (10/2) 

1.4 hours x $150 

~~KE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NO~;N E. MATTEONI 

" .:.. z 
0(Jl? 
CD. Z 
"00 

N<f7l 
(Jl:,....o 
01-<':--
'< 

N0U; 
(j)' -

0 0 
0 z 

210.00 

·f 
,'":...,.' I 

<,...-J 

..J:-

z 
c::::> 
..:::: 
c::o ' 

;:p 
(;0 ... 
c.A 
c:t) 

:::J 
fTI 
(") 

fTI 

< 
fTI 
o 

- ).-': 

j' 
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Matteoni, Saxe & Nandaj Lawyers 

852 Norlh Fint 51reel • 3rcl Floor / 50lt josc', C(lii/ofllia 9511:} I Telepholle (40,',') 971-04 J J 

December 3, 1984 

Mr. Donald Laurie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for November:_L _1984 

Tele-communications with~W~~~(11/2); 
Lico (11/21) ~ 

Re: 

Correspondence with Gross (11/8);(Lawrie ) 
(11/8, 11/15) ~/ 

1.0 hours x $150 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NOR}~N E. MATTEONI 

1\)0 

A Professiollal ASJOciafion 

Norman E, t.1alteolli* 
A lIan Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

en - (I) 

o 0 
o z 
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!Y1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

852 North FirSI Street· 3 rtl Floor / Son J'llN !'8 t1io Pj2 i i /4 ~1r{J!/oII(, (./08) 97 J ,64 / / 

J ~t)p;ry 2, 1985 A Professiollal Association 
rv,~ r.J ~ -

, t,., I- '\I NOr/llan E. /V! al/cOlli* 
(40~' C:V.W.;S/ON A/lollRoberfSaxe 

Mr. Donald Laurie, Chief 
Santa Clara Valley Water 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

of R'e a 1: ~ ~ ~ be M argaref Ecker N anda 
District 0 -PrC'/rttiOllol Ct,rrwrariOfl 

S TAT E MEN T 

-J>. Z 
Legal Services for December, 1984 o(JJ~ 

~ 
C),'on 

Tele-communications--wi ico (12/6,12/13, N'..c.r>' 

12/1 8, 12 11 9) ; /f3~~ tJ2..ili .G I 11).,... • t r- ~ '..:: ~_ 
~-r----- "",L,Nt.. ~~~. o-

N (.11 
(j)' .-Corres ondence with~~ (12/10, 12119); 

O'Halloran (12/13); L~co 12113) ,----.::-:::' -,-
Review notice of condemnation and corres
pondence (l2/1) 

1.6 hours x $150 

Hl\KE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORI1AN E. MATTEONI 

o 0 
o -z.. 

.. -
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Mattediii, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief 
Santa Clara Valley Water 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

February IJ ~8p 
F\t~At:C.- -,::.';--'-' 

~~~~;~5~f:~eO 
District 

S TAT E MEN T 

t, 

A f'rojCSJioFilll A Hodalion 

NOflllll/l E, A4 (lflcmli* 

A I/all Robert Saxe 
Margaret Ecker Nanda 

-rro!rtHOIIGI Corpora/ion 

Re: (§ros!) 

Legal Services for January, 1985 

Tele-communications wi~~1/9, 1/23, 
1/30) ~ 

Discussions with Gross (lIB); GIl/B) . 

correspondence. with Gross (1/9, 1/28);~ /W. fq,~t 
(1/28) - t ..Altt " 

/ .-~-~-.--~ ~ '~~{)~ . vi ~ t:}' - , lJ~~v 
Attendance a~Board of Dir~meeting ~f ~ IS l j~JL 
for Resolu on or Condemnatlon (1/8) -PovJl\(!..f hAt; 

_, ; L ' ~A i ~,," ,,,.' Ln".;\ . Review of pleadings (1/23) ~~~- V'\~ 

ov 17(1-' 

3.4 hours x $150 510.00 

APP~QV_~l FOR PAy~,'.~:iT 

f 
7v 

L( , -", . .: __ 2_0_D __ 

'-

~/ 

~MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E. 



J .. 

7 

r RE.CE.IVED 

r 
Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

852 North First Slree{ • 3rd F1'8-5 ~"}ARJ&,·. (f?,I&,;,uH ,S I / ~ / TelepholJc (.to.'?) 971-6411 

Harch 1 1985 . ,r·"'N F ll·Le;. ; ~.:. .. ,,,,";j L; I 

S c.\'. ,"- D. 

Hr. Donald Lawrie, Chi!e'fOgf ~~~12~~~ate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for February, 1985 

Tele-communications with~~/25) 

Service of process by mail (2/3) 

Review of letters from Gross (2/19) 

3.9 hours x $150 

uu 
/ 
l.< 

HAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NOR..tvtAN E. HATTEONI 

A I'ro!cJ5iollal Associaliofl 

NOrJIlO1l E. A1nucolli" 
A ilaH Robert Saxe 

Margarel Ecker Nanda 

·rr"Jt·{~loltal C(Jr?OrQfiol1 

CL,invl ~ 

B(jMA. t7( 
]), ~r;; c, Ion. s 

585.00 



'/" ,,. ( nECEIYED ( .. 
I 

l't1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

April 1, 1985 
FINAf,;:::: ~ I '':I::::J a N 

S.C.V.W.D. 
Mr. Donald Lawrie, 1c1R.~f ~¥ ~~qo Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

A Pr(l/CSJiOllui ASJociariorr 

Normall E, Alal/cOIri* 
A flail Robert Saxe 

Afargarer Ecker Nanda 

Re: (!!ros3) ... 

Legal Services for March, 1985 

Tele-communication Wi~(3/5) 
---~ 

~~ndence wit~istrict Staff' ~ 
~L~yrie~3/11); Gross (3/11, 3/13 ~ 
~ 3/20).~ __ 

~o:s cor~r-e-s-~-o-n-denc=--'3/5, 3/7) 

2.2 hours x $150 

/ 

Ctjj~_,_, 
] 0..) 

330.00 

~
'~ ~ . '" '-/1(" 'f 

~
~'-' 0 .J1~J>1-, ... ~/ I, ?:"', ----::: ;10. 

, '-'"" 

" 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E. MATTEONI 



r ( 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 
-' - ... 

852 Non" First Street· 3rt! Floor / Stili 101<'. C(/lifornia 95/ /1/ Telt'plrolle (-IDS) 97/-1)4/ / 

) Hay 1, 1985 A I'rojcnio!tai A.Hocicllian 

C 
u.; 
> 
u...: 

(~ 

'-

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Non/lOll E. lvf alfeol1j* 

A //all Robert Saxe 
Margaret Ecker Nanda 

Re: Gross) 
--~===:::, ... ~.--

Legal Services for April, 1985 

Tele-communications with Anastasi (4/2); 
Gross (4/11) 

rr~~ondence with Gross (4/9, 4/18, 4/25); 
Lawrie 4/18, 4/25) 

l.3 hours x $150 195.00 

r--
-:::r 0 

0 0 
" , C) 

t~J C\J 
c::r -' :-.: ~() 

~..l W >. (',\1 (-r:> 
,(, ) 

>-
...::::::::: --- CO 

"iJ 

~ 
C - -::-

lrJ 
\; 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NOfu~N E. MATTEONI 



/ .-' 

0 
lLJ 
;:.. 
l:...! , . 
~ 

:..0 

( 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

852 North Fir51 Street· 3nl Fluor / Sail j()~(', C(llifofllia 951/1/ Telephone (4{)S) 971·64/1 

June 3, 1985 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

A Pro!cHiolial AJJocil1lion 

NOr/llall E. JWat/('olli* 
A /lal/ Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

• Prolrt fiDltol COff'OfalfOll 

I 

Crt()SS" ~'1 
~'f[()fLtJ 

Re: QrosD 

Legal Services for May, 1985 

mmunications ~~~~, 
(5/17, 5/30) ~~~ 

Research of file materials re claims of 
Gross 

Norman E. Matteoni 
Legal Clerk 

co 
c:::> ...,. 

"'- 0 
0 0 - : .. ) . W .... (1 (\J 

a.. . 
~.j :; L0 

'W 
c.c _,'"':N 

-)0 

-:;, 
..?:..,tjc:. 

-<:' 

.9 hours x $150 

.2 hours x $ 20 

_ > .,'. (~ ,.;1.1'-, ~ , 

TOT1\L DUE AND Ol,'iING 

, l.rJ 
c" . s; __ ,:,,-_,._ :"1;l,J ____ /_ 

__ ~_,=AT--_ 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E. MATTEONI 

$135.00 
$ an 00 
-----""te:::> 

'T, U1 

.p. ,-

g~J;15.0 
. (')( 

N:'- r 
Cl).~ ref.:::: ' 
N~~;~ 
Cl)' ~ 
o c 
o 

,~ 

I 
-( 



r 
Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

851 North First Street· 3 rtl Floor /5(1/1 j(/Ie. Cali 10m/a 951/ :: / Telephone (-1 OS) 97 J -04 / f 

July 1, 1985 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

A rrO!CHlOllal A Hocialion 

NOr/II(l1l E. A1attcol1i* 
A llew Robert Saxe 

Afargnret Ecker Nanda 

Re: (Gross) 

Legal Services for June, 1985 

~-~mmunications with Smith (6/5); 
~(6/19) 

Correspondence with ~~(6/51 
Review Demurrer (6/19) 

Research and preparation of Response 
to Demurrer (6/23) 

File Response 

Norman E. Matteoni 
Legal Clerk 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: 

1.3 hours x $150 
5.0 hours x $ 20 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

NORMAN E. MATTEONI 

$195.00 
100.00 r 



\ 
" 

\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 

r ( 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ LQlvyers 

852 Norr/J Fiol Slreet • 3rd Floor / SO/~~!\i\" r~d'p'rtli('h 9/iJ I ::41 

fc/epllOJ)c (40S) 971·{'411 
,/ '.,.' lit... G J MO. 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief 
Santa Clara Valley Water 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

August 1, 1985 

S TAT E MEN T 

A Fro/cHiollol AHoC/O/ion 

NOrll/(l1l E. ,\1 allenl/i'" 
AI/oil R obert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

• Pro/rHionol Cdrporafiorr 

Re: (GrosD 

Legal Services for July, 1985 

Correspondence wit~ (7/23) 

Court appearance on demurrer (7/23) 

Preparation for hearing (7/23) 

Review of moving party's points and 
auchorities (7/23) 

Preparation of order overruling demurrer 
{7/23} 

Clearance of order by opposing counsel 
and signature by judge (7/25) 

Norman E. Matteoni 
Legal Clerk 

1.5 hours x $150 
1.5 hours x $ 20 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

't 4' __ ---t~3-S-;-c_-- - ~'" ___ ::_1,_.:(_ 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORHAN E. HATTEONI 

" 

.c. 
0 '. 

Qur: -
n 

~'\ \ ~ 

c" 

i<' ". 
r' -. 
0 
0 .-

$225.00 
30.00 

~::> 

c.'" 
:-> 
c..:: 
c;? 

-...I 

:;:> 
c.o 

cJ1 
(.,.U 

$ 2 5 5 • 0 0 ~,.., ,J '\ 

:::J .. 
.-:, 
;n 

;n 
:-".J 



( ( 

lvfatteon( Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

I I 
S 5! /Vorlh Finl S freel • 31'(/ Floor! S(l11 J (!\ (" Clllilorl1ia 951 I:: I T ci cp/U!lW (" OS) 9 7 I -fj4 / 1 

September 5, 1985 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Re: (9ros§l 

Legal Services for August 1985 

Correspondence Wit~1~8/18); Smith (8/18) 

A I'ro/cnioHal A Hociariofl 

/\/orlllOlI E, /\1alleoui* 
A 11011 Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

·Prolr'Hioual Curporation 

.3 hours x $150 45.00 

CJ 
a 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: 

! -, 

C'd) ~ ___ ' -:;~1 ____ -

NOR}1AN E. MATTEONI 



( ( 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

85] Nonh FirSl Slr('cl • 3rt! Floor / SUl/ jow. Cali/ofll/a 9511:: / TcicpllOlic (-lOS) 971-04/ / 

Noverr~er 1, 1985 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for October, 1985 

Re: GroS"D 

ondence with Smith (10/23, 10/28); 
(10/28) 

A Pro/cHional Auoclalion 

Norml/I/ E. A1nt/colii* 
A Ilall Robert Saxe 

A1argaret Ecker Nanda 

• Pfj){cttiollal Corpora/ion 

.5 hours x $150 $75.00 

, . - '.'":) 

(' , 

C 

Af"'~OI(,'l F{)R p;nMI\T 

s: 3 ~ CJ I rU,'lD I --'---

caJ __ _ {,o ( 

:-;COPt. 3()(~3a. ~~!f03 C;'I __ _ 

4lf4!~'- ;U(fr -~;.o-

VlAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E 



( ( 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

852 North First Street· 3rt! Floor / SWI jow, CnlijuTllia 9511! / Tclcp//{)/fc (408) Q71 ~t)411 

December 2, 1985 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for November 1985 

Tele communications Wi~(11/13J 
Review of A/N report (11/13) 

.3 hours x $150 

,;ru:' S:bS J :;:0 I ~\ . ---
b O / 

Re: Gros:]) 

A f'ro/cJJionai Anocial/on 

Norllf{1Il E. "-1 allcollj* 
A {fall Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

• rrof(,Hlol101 Corrormion 

$45.00 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORMAN E. ~lliTTEONI 



, 

r ( '. 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

852 Non), First Street· .lrd Floor /5£111 jOl(', Colifurl/i(, 95/ J] / Telephonc (.j08) 971-64/ f 

February 3, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for Janua~_L_1386 

Tele-comrnunications Wit~(1/61; 
Hollwedel (1/6 )-._ 

Meeting Wit~~::~'~cNeel~nd Hollwedel 
(1/16) ~~:- -c=/ 

Correspondence with Smith (1/6) 

Attendance at Trial Setting Conference 
(1/22) 

Report 

, 
3.7 hours x $150 

, , 

A f'rojl"Hlonal A £socialion 

Normal! E. J1alt('olli· 
A llan Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

·Pra!C'(tlOllcl Carf"Oralian 

$555.00 



. - ( ( 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

. I. ') r J. 1 
851 NOrllt Firsf S'rreel;· 3rtl1(/{lc)r" ~/II jm£', Coli/ornia 951 J] / Telepholfc (./OS) 971·0./11 

7 , 

March 3, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie,~Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for February, 1986 

Tele-communications wi~(2/4) 
Attorney for insurance ~2/13) 
Red (2/21, 2/ £~ , 

Conference wit and Howedell 
..j,-~-=-~'-g re assessment 

(2/14) 

Conference with Smith (2/18) 

Draft and finalize first set of inter-
roga es (2/18) 

4.1 hours x $150 

u. .. 

PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NOR~AN E. MATTEONI 

A r",jl'J.,iolfol Anociolioll 

Nurlllllll E. A4allcolli* 
A flail Robert Saxe 

Marg(lret Ecker Nanda 

Re: @ros£> 

, 

6 5 00 



( ( 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nandal Lawyers 

If, 

85:: SarlI! First 5treel • 3,,/ Floor / S(/lIlrl\('. COlij'JfliW 951 I:: I Telepholl(' (.j()S) 97!-tJ.jJJ 

April I, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services 

Tele-communic 
Smith (3/21) i 

Correspondence w' h 
3/17) i Redig (3/ ~~~rw 
Smith (3/11, 3/19) i Dziesinski 

(3/7) i 

Review of answers to interrogatories (3/24) 

Norman E. Matteoni 2.8 hours x S150 
Ruth & Going (see attached): 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

PLEASE MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO: NORJ.1AN E. MATTEONI 

A ['ralessio/wi Asmciflliull 

Normlln E M alleol/i"' 
A lIall Robert Saxe 

A1argaret Ecker Nanda 

• Pro.!cniolla{ Corporation 

$420.00 
S489.50 

S909.50 



- " ( ( 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lm ... yers 

l 
852 Nonh FirJI StrC('t • 3rd Floor / SOil /01(', Cnlii,)min 951/2 'rdcpli(lI1C (408J'971-Mll 

\.J, :; 

Ap r i 1 30, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

. '-
A l'ro!t'JjlOll(t! A ssocialion 

Norlllan E. A/alienI/if< 
A/lmf Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

Re: (!ros""!J 

Legal Services for April, 1986 

" " ~A.frR!JY::'l FC~ P.l,',';,E!iT 
Tele-communlcatlons wlth Blschoff (4/2' awrl 
(4/3. 4/14, 4/25) i Hollwedel (4/14, 4/15, 'j; s-6s JRo/ r:> /7 
MacRostie (4/15) i mith's offic (4/1JW -------

., 'Jei_L "C; jd1 en) 

Discussion w th client ( /8) 

Conferences with Hollwedel an 
---.--r-J-;::-:; 

~~~ith, Boggini and Gross 
~Id Hollwedel (4/2S) 

Meetings with Hollwedel (4/25); 
Hollwedel and Smith (4/25) 

Correspondence with e 
4/20}; Smith (4/3, 4 8); Henley 
Attorney (4/20) 

Preparation of offer statement (4/7) i preparation 
of Trial Settlement St~~~ 

Appearance befor ~:~d in Executive session)4/S) 

Review file (4/1, 4/7,4/20,4/28); review 
deposition (4/28) 

Research re admissibility of video (4/30) 

Norman E. Matte nl 
Legal l\s istant 

Costs Ad'l3nced= 

17.1 hours x $150 
2.0 hour x S 25 

Superior Court, filing fee 
Xeroxing copy of Gross deposition 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

./ 

PLEASE l-'J.AKE CHECK PAYAFH,F, 'PO ~ NORMZlN P Ml\.'T''T'PIl~TT 

$2,565.00 
$ .50.00 

S 300.00 
10.20 

$ 2 , 9 2 5 . 2 0 ~.vr 



r 

,I 

/ 

. ; J. r ( 
, . 

I 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda/ Lawyers 

I ". , 

85:: Nortit First Street· 3rd Floor / 'lull 10.\'(', Culijomia 95/ J! T. c1rpholl( (;f08) 97 J -fi41 J 
, I i ~ ,:J 

May 30, 1986 

. 
Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for May, 1986 

Tele-communications with Redi 
(5/9, 5/12,' 5/14, 5/15, 5/29)· McNeel 
Smith (5/9, 5/14, 5/15); Hollwe e 5/9, 
5/22); Calendar Secretary (5/9); Calarrudo 
(5/16, 5/27) 

Conference t~~,;l wi 
Hollwedel an~/15) _______ 

Conferences with Hollwedel an~LaWr~(5;1); 
clients and appraiser (5/7); H~wedel (5/9) 
clients (5/12); clients and Hollwedel (5/13) 

Meeting wi~r~~nd Hollwedel (~ 
corresponden::-:-::: Smith (5/15) (-:e n ley ~ 
(5/15); Hol1wedel (5/15, 5/28) ~ 
Review of file materials (5/1); review of 
video (5/7) 

Trial preparation (5/5, 518, 5/9, 5/10 1 5 12, 
5! 13) 

Tr i 3.1 (5 12) 

P:-epar2tion of lurv' 
-' J 

instructions (55! 5/7) ; 
d.!:' a :f t q est ion s for j u r 0 r s (5 5); 1-10 t :1, n 1 n 
Limine {5/S) 

Research (5/9, 5/13) 

A PrnJessiolial Association 

Norman E. ,',4 a[[c(JIli* 
Allall Robcrt Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

• Pf()jrUiOHO/ (ol(,orotiOrt 



v! 
" 

( 
. . 

( 

(,",1at/coni, Saxe & Nal1da/ Lawyers 

85l Xurth Fir51 Sired' 3nl Fh~Jr Srh; JOlt, ClIfiiornia 9511:! Tdl'pliollc (40S) 971.('411 

July 1, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for June, 1986 

Tele-communications with Hollwedel (6/1, 
6/25, 6/26, a;~~")(6/6' 6/23, 6/24, 
6/25, 6/27)' Lawrie 13, 6/17, 6/20); 

A ['roJeS5iollal Association 

Norll/Ol! E. ,o/fal/eoni* 
A flail Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

Calarrudo ( , 5, 6/27~cNeeI~ 
~6/23, 6/24, 6/27); Mehan (6/24) i / 
~~r)(6/27) i Smith (6/27) 

-::-:.rence s wi tG~ e le -L-a-w-r-l-' e- an r::) ) f\. 
~) i Ferguson, n, Ho wedel ~~ ~ 

(McNeeIY'Y6/17 1 and<;1OawrJ}) (6/17) i V,I ' 
~oIIweQel a. review video tapes l 

(6/18); Cal ; clients (6/30) 

Meeting with Calarrudo (6/24, 6/26) 

Correspondence to attorney in Granite 
Construction case (6/3, 6/23); Hollwedel 
(6/11) ~~(6/16); Talty (6/24); Mehan 
(6/24) ~(6/26) 

Letter report (6/2) 

Preparation for deposition (6/1) 

Rese rch and preparation of points and 
authorities (6/23, 6 25) 

Freparatio;: Briefs (6/24) 

Settle~ent Confer ce (E 

Trial preparation (6/29, 6 30) 



) ( 
,1). 

Matteoni, Saxe & Nanda / LaB/vcrs , . 

I .' 
85'! ,\lor/it First SIreN' 3rt! Floor I SIIII Jot(', Coif/mll/d 951/ -.: ! Tdcn/WIIC (.J()S, 97/-f;.J)} 

I > I" 

July 31, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for July, 1986 

Te -communications Wit~-N-e-e-~-(7/1, 7/9); 
Smith (7/1); C~do {7/1, __ 1l~11wedel 
{~Llr ·c.LIco (7 / J;y 7/941 Lawr ie~_07 /9) ; 
OHalloran 7/16) "~Q'l.I\"(.. M.6f'1w 

-----
Te~hone conferenG.e-wi:~~~~~._-., 
(7/1); Hollwede~l~_ 

corrf-erence wi 
witnesses (7/7 

Meeting with Hollwedel 7 8) 

Correspondence wit 
.(711J) 

Pay~ent of witness (7/13) 

Trial preparation (7/1, 7/2, 7/7, 7/10, 7/11) 

Trial (7/1, 7/2, 7/7, 7/8, 7/10, 7/11) 

Research (7/8, 7/9) 

Norman E. Matteoni ., 1 ' 
~.l.. nours 

Joe Calarrudo (see attached bill) 

Costs f...dvanced: 

He Maricle, w ~ness fee 
Parking fees 
Developing of pnc 

Gross parcel 
of 

x $150 

..- ...... '"'" ,-?,\ 

:"IL.:JU 

$ 3 . 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

A {''''/(,Biollof A HoC'iarion 

NOfm(/1l E. ,\1 alle(ll/i* 
A /fall Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nanda 

LJ 

Re: . (tross) 

$6,16 .00 
$1,032 .. 0 



'. & r C'I, 
I 

jvlatteoni, Saxe & Nandaj LawverJ 

85:: Nortit Fint Slreet • 3rd Floor / S{III JO,I(" Calijorl/!n 9;' u' l Tcicp/:ol/(, (.jOSj 97/·fJ.j II 
l. 

September 2, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

Legal Services for August, 1986 

Nltrll/{//! E. ,\1 aI/coni· 
A l/al1 Robert Saxe 

MargaTet Ecker Nanda 

• froi .. 'H[OIW{ CflT{lnrnlion 

Re: CQrosv 

Tele-communications wit~~8/181 ......,..,t.. 
8/19) i Smith (8/18) ~ Q tIV- I 

Correspondence Wit~j:;)( 8/17 ,_8/l~ /' s/lt 
Hollwedel (8/18); Re 19 (8/1&:t[-McNeeley ') 
(8/18); Smith (8/28) , ~-

Review Smith letter of 8/13 and decision (8/17) 

Draft Judgment (8/18) 

Review judgment (8/24, 8/25) 

F ina 1 i z e JudgTl}en t,..-{-8f-r8i----·----
~---- -.~ 

Session of Water District 
"!=r"i~------

Norman E. Matteoni 5.7 hours x $150 
Ruth & Going (see attached bill) 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 

/'7 
. f . 

te/ 

$ 855.00 
891. 60 

Sl,746.60../ 



( 

Santa Clara Valley 
Re: Gross 

1, 1986 //? October 

wa~rs"-t-r-i-c-t--------

9/23 Tele-communication with Smith, O'Leary 

( 

9/25 Review and redraft points and authorities 

9/2~-=:.gommunication with Hen ~~~eting with 
~/~ correspo~dence wi~t~~e~n-'1e . draft 

// response to motJ.on for ttorneys fees 

~ 9/29 Redraft points 
L;.:\:-\A \ 7 rities 

f\ll::ld-i ,'-l ~ 
Norman E. Matteoni 
Legal Assistant 

5.0 hours x $150 
10.1 hours x $20 

TOTAL DUE AND OWING 
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.3 (NEM) 

.8 (LA) 

1. 0 (NEM) 

1.1 (LA) 

$750.00 
202.00 

:'c/ 
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A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers r , . 
i "~r' - ') r:: •.. n 
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October 1, 1986 

f A;r, "': 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real Estate -, . ; 
Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

9/8 Tele-communications 
correspondence with 

oss; 

with 

9/10 Review file and assignment; research and 
file review; research and preparation of 
points and authorities in opposition ~o cost 

9/11 Te1e-communication Wi~ 
9/12 Tele-communication wi h Lico 

9/12 Research and memo 

9/14 Review file 

9/15 Tele-communication with Smith 

9/15 Drafting and research 

9 17 Tele corrmunication 
and authorities in 
attorneys fees 

9 18 Correspondenoe with 
::ax costs 

Srn~ th; 

ints 
reGtlest 

9 21 Prepare opposition to Motion for Litigation 
Expenses; review memorand~~ of points and 
authorities 

A frolCHiollGi ASJociolion 

Norman E. / ... 1 nt/c(Jlli'" 
A fin II Robert Saxe 

Mnrgaret Ecker Nanda 

• f',()!rt tlonal ltJffWfaltOff 

7 
ColJ F . 

. 7 (NEM) 

.5 (NEt1) 

3.5 (LA) 

· 2 (NEM) 

· 2 (NEN) 

3.2 (LA) 

· 2 ( NEt-1) 

.2 (NEN) 

1 -
..L.. .. ~ (LA) 

. 4 ( NEr1 

. 6 l NEr·1) 

.7 (NEM) 



. 
.' ~ \ r ..' > " 

A1atteoni, Saxe & Nanda / Lawyers 

851 North First Slrcct • 3rt! Floor / Sail J"w:C(/lil/lmt~1 95l;1r:.. /. Tch'Jjhol/c (408) 971-f,4/ I 
: ~ d J, ,,} 

November 3, 1986 

Mr. Donald Lawrie, Chief of Real' EState_ ~'."':C~ 
Santa Clara Valley Water District-
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

S TAT E MEN T 

A I'rojcssiOllol A !SociallOn 

Norlllan E. A1all('(1/1i" 
Allal/ Robert Saxe 

Margaret Ecker Nallda 

• P,n!t'UWHol CUff'Oftltion 

Re: eGross) 

Legal Services for October, 1986 

10/8 

10/9 

10/10 

10/15 

10/21 

Correspondence with Smith; review language 
for berthing rights 

Tele-communications with Smith; review 
Judgment 

Correspondence Henley; preparation for 
hearing; attendance a ring on Motion for 
Attorneys Fees; file Judgment 

Tele-communications with Smith's office, 
and Lico 

Correspondence Wi~, and Smith; 
preparation of Final Order and Order for 
Refund of Security Depos'~--~ 

10/22 Te1e-communications 
Henley memo ') 

review of 

10 24 Tele cormnunications 
ence 'wi th SIni 

" \ 
Lawrie J corres 
.~ 

10 27 Report to ~udi ; prepare Satisfaction of 
...; t ~ Ac],mowle nt of Ri t to 
Withdraw "U"-dS--~ 

.3 (NEM) 

.3 (NEM) 

2 • 3 (NE£v1) 

.3 (NEM) 

1. 0 (NEM) 

• 5 ( NErvi ) 

.4 (NEr.n 
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ADVICE FilE SUMMARY SHEET 
I --
I Staff Name I Valentina Joyce 

Requestor Name Shanahan, Richard P. 

Advisee Name Elphick, Enita 

Agency Name City of Wheatland 

Letter Number 1-08-193 
• 

SUB.JECT OF LETTER 
CII ! X I CII Code Honoraria 

lCampaign I Lobbying 84308 
I SEI Rev. Door Gift Limits 
I Co-Sponsored I Pe rsonal Use • Mass Mailing 
I Prop. 34 I Mise Gift Reporting 

BULLETIN SUMMARY 

A city council member with a potentially disqualifying conflict of interest with respect to decisions regarding 
a proposed development project and who owns property within 500 feet of the project's boundary may not 
paIticipate in city council decisions unless the decisions will affect her property in substantially the same 
manner as they will affect 10 percent or more of other property owners within the jurisdiction. 

Notes/Superseded Letters: 

I 

I 



P.O. BOX 807 • SACRAMENTO, 95804 ••• 1100 K STREET BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, 95814 

Technical Asllilfone. 

(916) 322·5662 

Robe:r:-t W. Gross 
Chairman of the Board 

Ad",iniotratiOll 

322-.5660 
f.RVfi ... /L~al 

322·5901 

September 19, 1984 

Santa Clara Valley water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

Dear Mr. Gross: 

Re: Your Request for Advice, 
Our Advice No. A-84-208 

You have written requesting our advice regarding your 
situation. As I understand them, the material facts are as 
follows: 

FACTS 

You are an elected member of the Board of Directors of the 
Santa Clara Valley Water District. Currently, you serve as 
Chairman of the Board of the District, which is a public agency. 
Coincidentally, you and your wife own real property which is 
appurtenant to the Guadalupe River, within the District's juris
diction. This property was purchased long before your tenure on 
the District's Board commenced. 

The District is currently developing a flood control project 
involving the Guadalupe River. This project will necessitate the 
acquisition, by the District, of a portion of your lands adjacent 
to the Guadalupe River. You have consistently disqualified 
yourself from participation in any District decisions involving the 
stretch of the flood control project which encompasses your lands. 

QUESTION 

Your question is with regard to your role as a property owner 
whose land is about to be taken by the District. Specifically, you 
want to know if you can participate in private negotiations over 
price and terms of the taking or whether those matters must be 
settled in court by way of a condemnation proceeding, as has been 
suggested by the District's General Counsel, Mr. Albert Henley. 



Robert W. Gross 
September 19, 1984 
Page 2 

CONCLUSION 

You may not meet with the District's representatives in private 
negotiating sessions while you are also serving as a member of the 
District's Board of Directors. You may discuss your property's 
acquisition, as may any other member of the public, in an open, 
noticed hearing of your board. In that instance, having indepen
dent appraisals available for purposes of discussion could be of 
assistance. However, condemnation proceedings would also be an 
appropriate method for resolving these issues. 

ANALYSIS 

The Political Reform Act!/ (the "Act"), Section 87100, 
requires that public officials disqualify themselves from making, 
participating in making, or using their official positions to 
influence a decision of their agency in which they know or have 
reason to know that they have a financial interest. 

You agree that you have a financial interest in the District's 
decision to acquire a portion of your property in that you have an 
interest in the real property and the decision will have a material 
financial effect upon that real property interest which is distin
guishable from the effect upon the public generally. Consequently, 
you have properly disqualified yourself from any participation in 
the District's decisions relative to the stretch of the flood 
control project which includes your property; this includes any 
negotiations or other preliminary discussions. 

Commission regulation 2 California Administrative Code Section 
18700 (copy enclosed) discusses what activities constitute "making," 
"participating in making," and "using his or her official position 
to influence," within the context of the requirements of Section 
87100 discussed above. In particular, subdivisions (d) (2) and 
(f) (1) of Regulation 18700 exclude: 

Appearances by a public official as a member of the 
general public before an agency in the course of its 
prescribed governmental function to represent himself or 
herself on matters related solely to his or her personal 
interests. 

1/ Government Code Sections 81000-91014. All statutory 
references are to the Government Code unless otherwise 
specified. Our advice is limited to issues under the Act and 
you should consult with the Attorney General's office regarding 
Section 1090, et~. 



Robert W. Gross 
September 19, 1984 
Page 3 

Consequently, it would be permissible for you to appear before 
the District's Board at a public hearing to speak on a matter 
related solely to your personal interest, even though you have 
been required to disqualify yourself from participation due to a 
financial interest in the decision about which you are addressing 
the Board. Thus, the terms of acquisition of your property could 
be discussed at an open session of the Board at which you appear as 
any other member of the public (having first placed your 
disqualification on the record).ll 

However, this exemption from the requirement of non
participation does not extend to private communications to the 
Board, such as lobbying members of the Board or Dist~ict staff. 
You are prohibited from conducting private negotiations with 
District staff over price and other terms of acquisition under 
Regulation 18700. 

Lastly, we wish to point out to you the possible applicability 
of Section 1090 to your situation. I mentioned this to you in our 
telephone conversation and suggested that you contact the Attorney 
General's office for guidance in this regard. It may be that 
Section 1090 will dictate that a condemnation proceeding is the 
only method available to the District for acquiring property from 
one of its directors. This is certainly the case when a redevelop
ment agency seeks to acquire land from one of its members. See, 
Health and Safety Code Section 33393. In such court proceedings, 
you are free to participate fully as a property owner, but must not 
be involved in the District's actions as a Board member. 

Should you have further questions regarding this matter, please 
do not hesitate to contact me at 916/322-5901. 

REL: km 
Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~t[a.~7L 
Counsel, Legal Divi/ion 

cc: Albert Henley, General Counsel 
Robin Wakshull, Deputy District Attorney 

II We note that the City of San Jose is utilizing appraisers 
and then having a hearing involving the landowners in its purchases 
of land surrounding the San Jose airport. This procedure could be 
helpful here. 



August 13, 1984 

Sant:a Clara Valley Water Disbid 

RDIEIT W. GlOSS 
CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD 

5750 ALI ABEl EXPRESSWAY 
SAl .lOll tALlfOIliA 15118 
TUEPHOIE fUI, 2115-2600 

Ms. Janis McLean, Legal Counsel 
F.P.P. Commission 
P.O. BOX 807 - 1100 K Street 
Sacramento, CA 95804 

SUBJECT; Follow-up of phone conversation 8/13/84 and a 
clarification of conflict of interest questions d· 

Dear Janis: 

Thank you very much for your time today in reference to the 
subject. 

Under Government Code Section 83114, I would like to make a formal 
request and opinion per our conversation by telephone. 

1. In late 1970, my wife and I purchased the property that is 
under question, the escrow closed in January 1971. 

2. In 1980, I was elected to a four year term to the Board of 
Directors, and re-elected again for another four year term which 
will start in January 1985. 

3. The Gaudalupe River has been studied by the County Flood Control 
and the U.S. Corps of Engineers for over 40 years, and it was only 
in the late 70's, the decision was to proceed with design and cons
truction to follow. The project was broken down into stretches, with 
separate contracts for each one. 

4. When the stretch (copy attached) was started, that would have a 
direct impact upon our lands, I made formal notice in the Board meeting 
that I will not be a participant in the discussions, debates or will 
I be voting on this. 

5. The District real estate department had one meeting with my wife 
and myself to describe various proposals and value. At that meeting, 
I expressed that I may be a Director, but I am a property owner and 
wish to be treated in that manner. 

6. Somewhere in time, the General Counsel for the District (copy of 
the letter attached), advised me as to the above, including the fact 
that I should not become involved in the valuation, and the decision 
shall be made by a court rather than upon negotiation, I personally 
find this somewhat confusing as to my role as a property owner. 



Page 2 McLean-F.P.P.Cornmission 8/13/84 

7. Last week, the District real estate department contacted me 
and asked if my wife and I would like to meet and discuss the 
taking of our lands for flood control? They stated that a formal 
appraisal had been made, and I was told that an outside attorney 
will be there to discuss the taking of subject property. I agreed 
to meet with them this Tursday, August 16, 1984. 

I begin to think this over and discussing it with 
very uncomfortable, that the District was to hire 
couns because of my position as a Director, and 
position again, I am a property owner with my wi 
treated so. 

my wife, I became 
outside legal 
I repeated my 
and wished to be 

After considerable thought, a question that came to mind, the District 
is protected, but am I? Also, how could an employee, which the attorney 
will be in this specific case be nuetral when he is being paid by the 
District represent me? 

I recalled the General Counsel's letter to me and questioned the facts 
that were before me and made the decision to contact the District 
Attorney's office in Santa Clara County for an opinion. 

On Friday, last week, I spoke to Ms. Robin Wakshull, attorney for the 
D.A. 's office in Palo Alto (415)328-1173, and explained my role and 
how I was not comfortable with this taking of our lands. She advised 
me to contact your office for a clarification to this matter. 

Somewhere, in a conversation with someone, I was advised that I do 
have rights and not to meet with the District and their counsel until 
I have a ruling from you. 

I also was advise, that I do have the right of freedom of speech to 
express my opinion on this take, if I do, do not do it in a private 
meeting, it should be open and in public. 

I will be notifing the District, that I will not be meeting with them, 
until I hear from your office as to the proceedures I should take to 
avoid as Mr. Henley stated, "speaking not of evil so much as the 
appearance of it." 

Very truly yours, 

~2,,.; 
ROBERT W. GROSS 
1035 Vista Del Mar 
San Jose, CA 95132 
408-263-4170 

ENCL 
cc: Mr. Albert Henley, Generp,lCounsel, SCVWD 

Ms. Robin Wakshull, Attorney, SCC D.A. 's Office 



melno randuuJ 
Fe 14 (05·214l4) 

T0. Albert T. Henley, General Counsel, SCVWD FROM: Kubcrt \'i. Gros') 

SuBJECT: Fair Political Practices Commission DATE: August 14, 198. 

I have been advised b) the Fair Political Practices Commission 
to hold off with any direct meetings with the District or their 
agent until they review my letter (copy attached) in reference 
to the taking of our land. I shall keep you informed as soon 
as possible. 

Chairman of the BoarJ of Direct<:!'s 

Attachment 



Novcmbe r 22, 1982 

Robe rt W. Gross 
Director, District 3 

San~a Clara Valley Wa~e( District 
ALBERT THOMAS HORn 
GENERAL COUNSEl 

5750 ALMADEN EXPRESSWAY 
SAN JOSE. CALIFORNIA 95118 
TELEPHONE (408) 265·2600 

Santa Clara Valley \'later District 
906 Elizabeth Street, Second Floor 
Alviso, California 95002 

Dear Bob: 

As you are an owner of impruved properties in the Alviso area which will 
be affected by flood control work nm'i in contemplation by the District, 
it will be proper for you to make sure that your actions as a Board 
menlber do not bring you into a conflict of interest. 

I refer to two properties specifically: one is your headquarters or 
office, the other is a brick structure located very close tu the strea. 
As to the former, the effect of flood protection will be the samt:: for 
you as for all the other owners there. In these circums~anccs, 2ssuming 
no other interest, you would have no obligation to abstain from debate 
and vote when the issue of undertaking the project comes before the 
Board. 

However, the brick building is in quite another category. This structure 
may have to be acquired by us. If that becomes a possibility, you would 
be obliged to declare your interest and take no part in debate or vote. 
Further, the valuation of the take should, in such a circumstance, be 
made by a court rather than upon negotiation. 

During the period of public discussion of the kind of flood protective 
structure best adapted to the area, you will \dsh to avoid any suggestion 
to the other residents favoring a choice which will dictate whether con
demning your building will be necessary or not. I do not consider such 
an action by you to be something you would consider. r-im speaking not 
of evil so much as the appearance of it. 

Fai thfully , 

Albert Thomas Henley 
General Counsel 

bc: J. Q'Halloran; R. Esau; G. Korbay 

ATIf:scs 
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August 14, 1984 

Robert W. Gros s 
1035 Vista Del Mar 
San Jose, California 95132 

Dear Bob: 

~ ,·""1 1", 

[~·AlB~TrH~).QS HENLEY 

GENERAL1~Nf~u 

AO")iJ1~EN ~RESSWAY 
SAN JOSE. CAliFORNIA 95118 
TELEPHONE (408) 265·2600 

Allow me to comment on the problem of District acquisition of property you and 
Mrs. Gross own in the Alviso area as outlined in the letter to Attorney McLean 
you have shown me. It is possible I have been misunderstood. 

My advice to you, which was to take no part in District Board discussion and 
decisions affecting your personal financial interests in Alviso (or anywhere), 
does not have an effect of hindering your vigorous pursuit of those interests. 
Your freedom to protect yourself as a landowner is unimpaired. You can say and 
do anything at all that you might have said and done if you were not on the 
Board except use your position to influence a Board decision in the matter. 

Thus, the question of your rights as a landowner, including the level of your 
compensation on a take in eminent domain, will be decided by a court, where 
you and the District are equal as litigants. I have insisted on this because 
it protects your right to be fully heard AND it protects you and your colleagues 
from accusations of improper influence and conflict of interest. 

It must be understood that our special condemnation Counsel is not intended to 
be neutral, he works for the District, the public. It is for you either in 
pro. ~ or through your own counsel to present your position and to defend 
your determinations of what is owed you. 

The reason that I will not appear in the matter and that no District employee 
will be appraising or negotiating is simply that, again, there must be no 
appearance of influence by a Board member upon a Board employee to make a 
determination in your favor. 

The idea of getting specific written direction from the FPPC is good insurance. 
You cannot, as a public official, have too much documented protection from the 
kind of accusations people find so easy to make. At your suggestion I am 
enclosing a copy of this letter for you to send along to MS. McLean. 

Faithfully, 

~j/4U~-
Albert Thomas Henley 
General Counsel 

cc:1 Janis McLean,Legal Counsel, 
~PC, P. O. BOx 807, Sacramento, CA 95804 
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Robert W. Gross 
Chairman of the Board 

August 17, 1984 • 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 
5750 Almaden Expressway 
San Jose, CA 95118 

Re: A-84-208 

Dear Mr. Gross: 

Your letter requesting advice under the Political 
Reform Act has been referred to Robert E. Leidigh, an 
attorney in the Legal Division of the Fair Political 
Practices Commission. If you have any questions about your 
advice request, you may contact this attorney directly at 
(916) 322-5901. 

We try to answer all advice req'uests promptly. 
Therefore, unless your request poses particularly complex 
legal questions, or unless more information is needed to 
answer your request, you should expect a response within 21 
working days. 

BAM:plh 

~~ 
Barbara A. Milman 
General Counsel 



December 22, 1986 

Bob, 

My wife and I will be in Sacramento on January 5, 1987, 
for the various inaugural events and if at all possible, 
we would like to meet with you to review this file before 
any action is taken. 

Our concerns are very specific as to the role that the 
district and the outside special counsel played in this 
action and we are requesting your opinion and advice in 
this matter. 

Very truly, 

s 

26 Ii 



California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Yolanda B. & Robert W. Gross 
1035 Vista Del Mar 
San Jose, CA 95132 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Gross: 

January 2, 1987 

Re: 86-346 

Your letter requesting advice under the Political Reform 
Act was received on December 26, 1986 by the Fair Political 
Practices commission. If you have any questions about your 
advice request, you may contact Robert E. Leidigh, an attorney 
in the Legal Division, directly at (916) 322-5901. 

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore, 
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions, 
or more information is needed, you should expect a response 
within 21 working days. You also should be aware that your 
letter and our response are public records which may be 
disclosed to the public upon receipt of a proper request for 
disclosure. 

DMG:km 

Very truly yours, 

o tv,,", 'yn. ~ 
Diane M. Griffiths 
General Counsel 

42B J Street, Suite BOO • P.O. Box B07 • Sacramento CA 95B04~OB07 • (916) 322~5660 


